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RUSSIA AND CUBA 


a ; Ot ORO ως . Spments δ recard 
to Cubs. drays a mixed reaction, but neither those who welcome 
it nor those who criticize it assume that the crisis is over. 


The report of vrogress its weicomed by a ‘aunber of editors (eof. 
BaLb. Sun, Nov. Times, Phita. Inquirer). The Philedelphia 
Inquirer sees in it "heartening indication that a peaceful 
sojution may be achieved," but ays: "It is necessary, as the 
President wamed, to keep our guard up." 


OTe a eee ΓΟ 


Fresident Kennedy?s statement “gave definitive reassurance to 
the public that at least part of Premier Khrushchev'’s apree- 

; ment is being carried out," the New York Times comments, 

| adding: "But many questions remain." The Times asserts that 

| "the difficuities have been inordinately muitipiied by Castro’s 
| stubborn recalcitranee." | 


ie ond tel οι ον 


"President Kennedy put the best Light pcessibie on the Guban 
Situation,” Seripps.-Howard's Vashington News says. With 
reference to international instrection, the News asserts that 
"a key promise of Khrusnchey has not teen kept,” either the 
U.S, or Cuoe "is being kidded." She News adds: "President 
Kennedy oroperly ennounced toth the bicexade and air surveillance 
will be continued-* 


A few are move criticaj. The President's report gave Hearst's New 
Yorks Journai-American “the feeling that the Aneriesa people aro 
peing spoon-fed & precisely. measured mixture of assurance and 
information." The “spoon-reeding included cniy passing mention 
of the need for an inspection system," and “made no mention at 
all of a deadiine,” this paper sas, 


The Washington Star asserts thet it is "not _ necessary to examine 
the fins print” in the President's statement to understand that 
the U.S. "has backed down in the face of Fidei Castro's refusal 
to do what he had been expected to do.” 


There is widespread spreement as to the @ need for reliable insveotion 
gt the missije withiraval. The U.S. “wili have to continue 1ts 
own inspection 48 Long as necessary,” the St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
gays, but *it would be desirabie to internabionaiize the inspec~ 
ὅλο, iy possible, under the auspices of either the U.N. of the 
Oof. 
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Seripps-Howard'’s Washington Newe holds that our "check system 
by air® and the blockade must be continued, ard “if Khrushchev 
does not deliver on his inspection promise shortly, more 
effective measures must be taken." 


According to the New York Heratd Tribune, definite assuraace 
thab the missile dismantling “wih be earried out completely 
can come only from effective invernatioaal inepection." The 
Heratd Tribune suggests that if any agency other than the UI 
is bo be involved, “it is up to the United Stetes government 
to make absolutely certain that inspsction is coripiete and 
thorough." 
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